2        IS THERE A TRUE INTERNATIONAL LAW?

In which International Law is held by students of Juris-
prudence.    Few legal writers would speak of it as "A
great and noble monument of human wisdom, founded
on the combined dictates of reason and experience, a
precious inheritance bequeathed to us by the genera-
tions which have gone before us, a firm foundation on
which we must take care to build whatever it may be
our part to add to their acquisitions, if indeed we wish
to maintain and consolidate the brotherhood of nations,
and to promote the peace and welfare of the world1."
Nor would many modern lawyers praise it as " a code
matured  by the wisdom and experience of ages," or
declare that it had " materially advanced the civilization
of Europe2."    Instead of eulogies like these we get from
judges and jurists such cold remarks as those which fell
from the present Lord Chief Justice in his judgment on
the Franconia case.   "Strictly speaking/5 said he, "Inter-
national Law is an inexact expression, and it is apt to
mislead  if its inexactness  is  not kept  in  mind."    A
similar note of depreciation is frequently heard, and it
correctly indicates the general condition of legal opinion.
It is no doubt true, as an able critic has pointed out8,
that there is no incompatibility between the two views
expressed in the quotations I have given.    I refer to
them not as being mutually opposed to one another, but
as illustrating two divergent habits of mind.    The men
who in speaking of a given individual habitually dwell
upon his real or supposed defects will hardly be reckoned
among his friends.    In the same way those who have

1  Mr Gladstone's  speech in  the Don Pacifico debate.    Hansard for
1850, Vol. cxn.

2  Mr Disraeli's speech in the same debate.

3  Article in Cape Law Journal, April, 1885.